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TO THE 


| R E AD E R. 


HEN ſuch a Croud of Pamphlets 
is coming out, and many of them ſo 
"i like one another in their Titles, it 
' \feems à proper Expedient to avoid Confufion, 
' that all ſuch, as think of adding to the Num- 
ber, ſhould either diſtinguiſh what they write, 
y their real Names, or elſe make uſe of Fic- 
titious ones. I would not be thought to dic- 
tate in this matter, or to propoſe it as a thi 

of great Conſequence. All I defire, is, that 
my Reader will admit this as an Apology for 
my ſelf, who not thinking fit to appear with 
my own Name, have taken the Liberty to 
borrow ſuch a one as firſt occurred. I would 
not have this imputed to any freakiſh or fan- 
taſtical humour; the ſeriouſneſs and gravity 


of 


; 
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S zer of fleeping 


To the Reader. 
of the Subjefs { write on, will not admit of 


ſach nnz, az might be allowakic e 
other Occaſions. —— Ta feeder foods 
the Reader, that if be cannot. reliſh plain Ar- 


over the D Papers. I bring him nei- 
ther Wit, nor ill Nature, to keep up his At- 
tention. Al! I aim at * Truth, which I 
would, purſue calmly and  inpartiaty, nat 
2 ous hs where * Fd it, fo may but 
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Slvins' $ Examitation of certain 
Doctrines lately taught, and 
defended by the Reverend 
Mr. Stebbing. 


Of Sinceriy | 


OW far the Sincerity of a Chriſtian 
will attone for the Errors of his 
| Judgment, is certainly a Point of 
great Importance, and that well de- 
eu to be throughly examined. I wiſh thoſe 
Learned Perſons who have it now under their 
conſideration, may be able to reach to the Bot- 
tom of it, chat we may know what we have to 


__ on. 


3 According 


(2) 


According to the Biſhop of Bangor's Notion, | 


erroneous Opinions, and wrong Practices, make 
no Chriſtian rhe leſs acceptable in God's fight ; 
provided he was led into them by a Conſcience 
unavoidably miſinformed. If after he has ta- 
ken the utmoſt care, and precaution, to diſco- 
ver the Tratb, and che Right Way, he never- 
theleſs miſſes it; he is entitled to the ſame Mea- 
ſure of Divine Fayour, with thoſe that are per- 
fefly Orthodox. 

Among all thoſe who "Hal oppoſed this Do- 
Arine, Mr. Setin is I think the thrill conſide- 
rable; as having written of it more fully, and 
more accurately than the reſt. Upon this ac- 


count I chooſe to conſider what be has ſaid of 


it. He has ſhewn us what he grants about it, 
and what he denies, in a- little compaſs. In 
the rt place he grants, that the above-menti- 
oned Sincerity will ſecure a Man from all fear 
of God's Diſpleaſure. And Secondly, He fur- 
ther owns. that ſuch a Perſon may be fure of a 
Reward. But hedenies in the third place, 
At he is entitled to as high degrees of Favour, 
as great Rewards, as he might N 3 
ed, if he had never erred. 
When 1 read his Remarks, NAS. .. he has 
laid down theſe Particulars, I ſuppoſed he 
meant, that the ſineere Perſon might as juſtly 
hope for the Kingdom of Heaven, as the Or- 
thodox ; and that he would as furely obtain 
one. of the auf ons in that Kingdom, cho _—_ 
igh, 


(3) 
high, nor ſo happy a one. But in his Preface 
to his Taſt Book, where he explains his ſecbnd 
CTonceſſion, he lets us know, that by the Re- 
| ward which the fincere Perfon is entitled tös 
he does not mean any of the Rewards'of the 
7 Goſpel, which he ſappoſe him to have for- 
feited ; but only a certain uncoveB“Nwʒ ed Hap- 
| pinefs, ſuch as he believes the virtusus Heu- 
thens will be rewarded with. He is willing ve 
acknowledge, that the Gneere Man will be Hap- 
py in a Future State; bue thinks he witt mie of 
the Happineſs of Chriſtian Salvation, becauſe 
he has not ſtrictiy performed the Conditions of 
the Goſpel, which he makes to be a right beffef 
of its Do&rines, and a right performance of 
its Precepts. This, if I do not mifappretrend 
him, is the Ground of his Opinion. I mtend 
to enquire into it very ſpeedily ; but I wound 
firſt take another view of the Notion it feff, 
and conſider what conſequences attend it. 1 
own, let it appear never fo ſhocking m this 
light, it ougkt to be received, if well proved: 
But when an Opinion appears very ſtrange, 
and unlikely, and is alſo attended with hard 
Confequences ; this naturally makes us more 
curious abour the Proofs; and' more newilling 
to acquieſce in ſuch as are infufficient. 
Nothing I think has been more auiatily 
believed, then that either the Rewards, b#'the 
 Puniſhmenes of the Goſpel, will be the Final 
Portion of all i its Profeſſors I never met with 
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— — — 
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à Writer, ancient or modern, who taught, r 
ſeemed to imagine otherwiſe. This Notion 
therefore of Mr. Stebbing's, labours under the 
diſadvantage of Novelty : And, there is this 
Further Preſumption againſt it, that it ſeems ? 
ly contrary to that Repreſentation which 
dur Saviour has given of the Day of ſudgment; 
here we only find two States ſpoken of, and. 
no intimation of any third Lot. Thoſe on the 
Tefi- hand are wot 2 orer to the Puniſhments 
denounced in the Goſpel, and thoſe on the 
KRigbe-hand are all admitted to the Participati- 
on of its Rewards, and univerſally received 
into Chriſt s Kingdom. Not the leaſt notice is 
taken of any other Kingdom beſides this one, 
or of any Rewards beſides thoſe which will be 
enjoyed in it. I am ſenſible, that Repreſentati- 
ont, as well as Parables, may be too ſtrictly in- 
terpreted; but yet I think, we may rely on 
the main Circumſtances, and ſecurely build on 
them. But here perhaps it will be ſaid, that 
if this Obſervation. prove any thing, it will 
ptove too much; as leaying no room for 2 
Sufficient diſtinction between good Chriſtians 
and good Heathens : For that theſe will not be 
placed at the Lei- band, among the Wicked and 
Ungodly, Mr. Stebbing believes as well as J. 


S 


But I am by no means willing it ſhould be ta- 
ken for granted, that this is proving too much, 
becauſe it does not plainly appear to beſo. On 


| the contrary, it ſeems to me more agreeable to | 
our 
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our Saviour“ s;account, to fuppoſe, that if good 
Heathens will be ſaved, as we have great rea- 


ſon to hope they will, there will only be one 
Kingdom, one common Salvation for them and 


Chriſtians. This no way excludes different 


degrees of Bliſs and Glory, which is I 
onable upon either Suppoſition. 

But ſetting this Conſideration. aſide, and 
ſuppoſing two different Salvations, the one for 
Chriſtians, and the other for Heathens; can 


ve think that any ſincere Chriſtians will be de- 


LI 


prived of their own proper Salvation, and de- 


graded, without any Fault of their own ? Will 
their believing in Chriſt, and having been bap- 


tized in his Name, avail nothing i in their be- 


half? That wicked and impenitent Chriſtians 
ſhould fall ſhort of the Promiſes, and Priviledges 


of the Goſpel, is no wonder, becauſe they 


deſpiſed them, and ſet them at naught ; bur 
that any Chriſtian ſhould be diſappointed of 


them, who has done his utmoſt to obtain them, 
ſeems to me a very hard ſaying. 
If this be true, an Infidel, or a Libertine, 


| has i in one reſpect the advantage of ſuch a Per- 
ſon, and indeed is, in one Senſe, nearer the 


Kingdom of Heaven. The ſincere Chriſtian is 
ſuppaſed to be involved in thoſe Errors, out of 
which it is not in his power to extricate him- 


ſelf: and yet according to this Doctrine, if he 


continues in them, he loſes the Rewards of 


Hl Goſpel ; whereas the Infidel, and the Li- 


berune 


(6) 


bertine, (if they be not actually given up to a 
reprobate mind, which certainly ſome are not) 
may recover themſelves when they pleaſe, and 
regain their title to the Goſpel-Rewards. If 
they repent truly, they will be abſolutely ſaved : 
and yet the other, who perhaps needs no Re- 
pentance, excepting ſuch as every Chriſtian 
needs, will fall ſhort of that Salvation, which 
God has prepared for the faithful. 

Again, according to this Notion, no Chri- 
ſtian, however careful, or conſcientious, can 
poſſibly gain any juſt and well-grounded aſſu- 
rance of his obtaining the Salvation of the Goſ- 
7 He may indeed be confident, that his 

bour will not be altogether in vain in the Lord; 
but he can never fix his Title to Chriſt's King- 
dom. He can never make his Calling and Electi- 
on ſure, tho' he is expreſly commanded to do 
it: For he will always be liable to Errors, both 
ſmall and great; and may fall into ſuch as will 
laſt him his Life, in ſpite of all his Endeavours 
to the contrary. He may be morally ſure that 
he ſhall never deny his Saviour, and that he 
ſhall keep his Commandments, as duly and ful- 
ly as Humane Frailty will admit of ; but he 
cannot promiſe himſelf that he ſhall always 
hold faſt every Goſpel Truth, becauſe he may 
at any time miſtake the Meaning of ſome 
Parts of Scripture, and ſo inevitably fall into 


Errar. 


bn 


(7) 
But further, I ſuppoſe a Sincere, but Errone- 
2 ous Chriſtian ſuffering Martyrdom for his Re- 
* ligion. We know this Heroick Act wil! profes 
3 him not hing, if he be void of Charity : But will 
the want of Orthodoxy have the ſame Effect? 
Can this Man have no other hopes, then what 
are grounded on God's uncovenanted Mercy ? 
Can a falſe Doctrine make his Sufferings worth- 
* leſs, and throw him out of that Covenant which 
| he hopes to ſeal with his Blood ? 
Once more, this Doctrine ſeems to exclude 
from the Benefits of the Chriſtian Covenant, all 
. * thoſe Judaizing Chriſtians whom we read of in 
the New Teſtament. For we know they diſ- 
believed fome plain Doctrines of the Goſpel, 
and even withitood the expreſs Declarations of 
the Holy Ghoſt. If it be ſaid, that their Preju- 
dices were indulged and winked at by Divine 
Approbation ; I infer from hence, that other 
Chriſtians in the like Circumſtances will find 
the ſame favourable Treatment, and that none 
of them will forfeit the Rewards of the Goſ = 
2 by invincible Prejudices or Miſtakes. 
All theſe ſeem to be ſtrong Preſumptions a- 
gainſt the Truth of this Opinion; however, 
> if it is, or can be ſupported by clear Evidence, 
and ſolid Proofs, we muſt embrace it notwith- 
3 ſtanding: For Preſumptions and Probabilities 


on one hand, muſt never weigh more than plain 
Proofs on the other. 


wW Thus 
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Thus then Mr. Stelbing argues. The Re- 
wait of the Goſpel are not promiſed to Chri- 
ſtians abſolutely, but upon the performance of 
certain Conditions: If therefore we fail of ſuck 


a Performance, what claim can we have to the 


Benefits of the Covenant? The Queſtion there- 
fore is, What the Terms of the Goſpel Cove- 
nant are on our part, and when they may be 
ſaid to be broken by us. Mr. Stebbing anſwers 
in general, that Obedience to the Laws of the 
Goſpel is the great Condition of it, whereby 
alone we can ſecure to our ſelves the covenanted 
favour of God. But we muſt further enquire, 
wherein this Obedience conſiſts, and when we 
may be ſaid to keep the Laws of the Goſpel. 
Are we bound to believe explicitly every Do- 
ctrine that is revealed in the New Teſtament, 
and in that Senſe wherein it is revealed ; and 
to practiſe all the Duties of it, preciſely accord- 
ing to the deſign and intention of our Law- 
giver ? All involuntary Failures in practiſe; 


which are not owing to Ignorance, muſt be 


occaſioned by Erroneous Doctrines, ſo that we 
ſhall only need to confider theſe,— If then we 
are indiſpenſably bound to believe explicitly 


every Doctrine that is revealed in the Ner 
Teſtament, and in that Senſe, wherein It is re- 1 
vealed; the Conſequence muſt be, that every 


un-inſpired Chriſtian has broken the Conditions 
of the Goſpel : For it may be truly affirmed, 


that all of them have been miſtaken, in reſpect | 


* 
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(9) 
of ſome. Doctrine or other contained in the 
New. Teſtament. It is neceſſary therefore for 
Mr. Sebbing to grant, that the Goſpel-Condi- 
tion of Faith is not to be thus rigorouſly under - 
ſtood ; and I ſuppoſe he will maintain only 
this, that there are certain Fundamental Do- 
cttines; indiſpenſably neceſſary to be believed: 
in the way and manner abovementioned. Con- 
cetning theſe I ask, whether they be plainly 
and diſtintly marked out in the New Teſta- 
ment. If they are, Mr Stebbing can ſhew them 
to be ſo; if they are not, how is this Conditis 
on of the Goſpel to be clearly underſtood ? To 
2 ſuppoſe it obſcure, uncertain, and undetermi- 
nable, ſeems injurious to the Wiſdom and 
+ Goodneſs of our Lawgiver, who I preſume 
would not leave us in the dark; concerning a. 
matter of ſuch yaſt Conſequence: Are then the 
2 Governours of the Church authorized to deter- 
mine which Doctrines are Fundamental? If 
they are, it muſt be in virtue of ſome Com- 
miſſion. But no ſuch Commiſſion appears, and 
it ſeems not reaſonable to think that it ſhou d 
ever have been given: e ee oe 
Por in the firſt place, this either ſuppoſes the 
Conditions and Obligations of the Goſpel un- 
ſettled and mutable, which is abſurd ; or elſe 
it ſuppoſes Ipfallibility perpetually inherent in 
the Governors of the Church, ſince without 
this, they cannot determine what Doctrines 
were Originally deſigned to be ee 
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ther. This plainly ſhews, that they are gene- 


* tho” neither Churches, nor private Chri- 


(10) 
For we are now ſuppoſing them not plainly} 
and diſtinctly ſpecified in Scripture.— Beſides, 
Facts themſelves will convince us that Church- 
Rulers ate not empowered to determine Fun- 
damentals; ſince we find very few Churches a- 
greed about the. nature and the number of 
them, ſome appointing one Set, and ſome ano 


ratly much in the dark about this matter. 3 
If it be here urged (as it lately has been) 


ſtians may be able to point out every Funda- 
mental Doctrine, yet they may undoubtedly | 3 
know ſome that are ſuch ; I anſwer, that if . 
they be not diſcoverable by the light of. Na- 
ture, nor declared to be fundamental in Scrip- 
ture, I cannot ſee what ground any Man can 
have to conclude them ſuch. Thoſe Doctrines 
which are commonly reputed Fundamental, are 
either plainly ſet forth in Scripture, or conſe- 
quentially deduced from it. I begin with the 
latter ſort, concerning which it ſeems obvious 
to ſuppoſe that Men may very eaſily be miſta- 
ken about them. For fallible Men may at any 1 
time draw erroneous conſequences. And ſup- 1 
poſing their conſequences to be truly drawn, 

this will not prove them to be fundamental 

Truths. Perhaps thoſe Truths themſelves from 
whence they are drawn, are not of this nature. 
And ſuppoſing it otherwiſe, yer ſince theſe þ 
Conſequences muſt be ſuppoſed leſs plain and 
clear 


(ww) 

(ear to the Capacities of ordinary Chriſtianz · 
this alone is reaſon enough to conclude them 
not Fundamentals, at leaſt till a better reaſon 
Appear to the contrary. For it ſeems neceſſary 
Fro ſuppoſe, that if there be ſuch a Set of Re- 
vealed Truths as are properly 3 
and indifpenſably neceſlary to be rightly, and 
diſtinctly believed by every Chriſtian, upon 
pain of forfeiting the Benefits of the Goſpel 
br. Covenant, ſuch Truths are very plainly, reveal- 
| — even ſo plainly, that no Ordinary Chri- 
41y ſtian, if honeſt and careful, can miſtake them : 
1 ic Pry otherwiſe. the Condition of many 204 
= Chriſtians would be exceedingly perplexed and 
> uncomfortable. From hence I infer by the WAY a 
that however a Sincere: Chriſtian may err, he 

cannot fall into ſuch Errors as, will be fatal 5 
7 him, or even deprive him of God's covenante: 
Favours. The other ſort of Doctrines repu- 
the ted Fundamental, are ſuch as are plainly expre(- 
ſed in Scripture. Their being ſo expreſſed does 
indeed prove them to be Truths; but how docs 
it prove them to be ſuch Truths as ve are e 
Auiring after ? For tho all Fundamentals mul 
be plainly revealed, yet every thing that is 
plainly revealed may not be fundamental. I 
need not enlarge on this Point. Divines are 
generally agreed, that there are very plain 
Scriptural Truths, which ſome Chriſtians, in 
ſome caſes, may be ignorant of with impuni- 
ts — Upon the whole therefore, I think 
C2 We 


—— 
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we have good reaſon to conclude, that no Chri- 
ſtians, no Churches are empowered or qualified 


to determine Fundamentals, any otherwiſe then 


as they are plainly determined, and ſet forth by 
in holy Scripture. And if this Concluſion be 
juſt, Mr. Stebbing's Notion cannot be well 

rounded ; ſince it ſuppoſes ſome Chriſtians to 
fete the Goſpel-Rewards, for want of be- | q 


Hevirig ſuch Points of Doctrine, as do not ap- 


pear to be abſolutely and indiſpenſably ne- 


ceſſary. 


ſent 1 to this Opinion of Mr. Stebbing's, I think 
it but fair and fitting that I lay before him my 
own Sentiments concerning this matter; which 


are indeed my own, no otherwiſe then as I 


make them ſuch, by approving of them, and 
Judging them to be more reaſonable, and ſolid, 
then any I have met with. Were I only wri- 
ting for Mr. Stebbing, it would be ſufficient to 
refer him to Mr. Lock's Reaſonableneſy of Chri- 


ſtianity: but in reſpect of many other Readers, 


I amr. obliged to be more particular. I ſhall 


take the liberty, to expreſs my Senſe in my own 


words, not ſolicitous whether they be the ſame 
with Mr. Lock's, nor whether _ exactly ex- 
preſs his Notion. 


The Conditions of the Golpel appear to me 


to be as follows; viz. That every Member of 


the Chriſtian Covenant, believe and profeſs, 


| that Jesvs CnRrisr is the Son of God, The 


Saviour 


Having given my Reaſons why I cannot af- 5 
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Saviour of the World, and the Lawgiver of 
Mankind. Sincerely purpoſing to enquire care- 
fully into what- he has taught and commanded, 
and whatſoever ſhall at any time appear to him 
to be ſo taught or commanded, that he will 
readily believe the one, and practiſe the other. 
If a Man do this, I frankly own it my Opi- 
nion, that no involuntary Errors, whether Spe- 
culative or Practical, can deprive him of the 
Rewards of the Goſpel. I look upon it as a 
manifeſt truth, that the Conditions of the Goſ- 
pel are performable by every Chriſtian who 
heartily and ſincerely endeavours it, which I 
think they cannot be on any other Grounds 
then what are here laid down. - This Opinion 
therefore ſeems to me molt agreeable to the At- 


tributes of God, to the Nature of Man, and the 


Simplicity of the Goſpel. Whatever other 
Scheme we follow, we leave good Chriſtians in 
darkneſs and uncertainty, ever liable to great 
fears, and doubts, and miſgivings of mind. For 
how can any Man ſecure himſelf againſt Error, 
or how can he know when his Errors are Fun- 


damental, if he has nothing to direct him in 


this matter, but the Doctrines and Deciſions of 
fallible Men? 

It muſt be owned that every Chriſtian is 
bound to believe the whole of the Scriptures 
implicitly ; that is, he ought to believe that 
every Doctrine of Revelation is true in the Senſe 
of the Revealer ; but I cannot think he is al- 


ways 
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ways obliged to know that Senſe, for this plain- 
realon, becauſe he ſometimes cannot. Nothing: 


appears more evident to my Underſtanding, 
then that no Man can be obliged to what is 


impoſſible or impracticable, except it became 


ſo through his own fault. 


A certain Eminent and Learned Perſon con- 
cerned in the Volume of Mr. Fiddes's Body Di- 


vinity, lately publiſhed, takes occaſion to ſay 


ſomething about this Notion of Mr. Lock'ss. 
tho' without naming him. He readily grants 
that ſuch a Belicf, and ſuch a Reſolution as I 
have juſt now ſet forth, is ſufficient, as Mr. 


Lock ſaid it was, to conſtitute Chriſtian : But 
then he thinks this an empty and frivolous 


Diſcovery ; and his reaſon is, that he pots. 


a Chriſtian thus conſtituted, is nevertheleſs o- 
bliged to a right ſubſequent Belief of ſundry 
Fundamentals. He is indeed obliged, as I ſaid 
before, to believe whatever Doctrines do, or 
may appear to him to be the Doctrines of the 
Goſpel : But is he obliged to an explicit Belief 
of certain Doctrines, whether he can with his 
utmoſt care diſcover them to be Evangelical, or 
no? I wiſh that Learned Perſon had endeavou- 
red to prove this, and withal told us what thoſe 


Doctrines are, and how it appears that they are 


abſolutely neceſſary, tho' the Goſpel has not 
declared them to be ſo. 


If the Belief and Acknowledgment of the 
foregoing little Creed, be all that is eſſentially, 


abſo- 


— 
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abſolutely, and univerſally neceſſary to the Faith 


of a Chriſtian; Mr. Lock's Notion is not only 
true, but very important. For a Conſequence 


will clearly flow from it, highly advantageous. 


to all ſuch, as either are, or may be invincibly 


erroneous : No Chriſtians being then in danger 
of being unchriſtian'd by any unavoidable Er- 
rors either in faith or practiſe. This is a Bene- 
fir and a Comfort viſibly great, inſomuch that 
a Man may reaſonably wiſh to ſee it well 
proved, and ought to give a fair hearing, at 
leaſt, to all ſuch as honeſtly and ſeriouſly en- 


* deavour it. I know ſome will object, that ſuch 


a. Notion tends to Licentiouſneſs, and Confuſi- 
on: But what reaſon have they for ſuch Appre- 
henſfions ? It affords no indulgence to any but 
the moſt Conſcientious ; nor even to them 
when they fail of doing their beſt. It requires 
conſtant care, ſincerity, and uncorruptneſs of 
Judgment; and if Men err, either through 
negligence or partiality, it no way favours, 
but condemns them. 

From what I have hitherto argued, Mr. Steb- 
bing will ſee why J cannot concur with him, in 
ſuppoſing, that tho' the Sincerity of an Erro- 
neous Chriſtian will prevent his Condemnation, 
and even entitle him to Happineſs in a Future 
State, yet his Errors will deprive him of the 
Rewards of the Goſpel. For if my reaſoning 
hold good, the Ground of his Suppoſition is 
removed _—_ taken aways foraſmuch as ſuch a 

| Chri- 


(16) | 
Chriſtian has not broken the Conditions of the 
"Goſpel. - | | Thaw -_ 
One Argument more occurs to my Thoughts, 
which ſeems evidently to prove this Point. It 
vill readily be granted me that Promulgation 
is eſſential to every Law. Now that Law | 


"which a Man cannot poſſibly find out to be a 
Law, may juſtly be looked upon, in reſpe& of 
that Perſon, as unpromulged. Tho' therefore 
he may in fact depart from it, yet he cannot be 
-properly ſaid in this Caſe to have tranſgreſſed 
it. Let this be applied to a Point of Faith, 
which a ſincere Chriſtian cannot perceive to 
be ſuch: He errs indeed, and runs into a wrong 
Belief; but does not hereby violate the Condi- 
* tions of the Goſpel. For the Law which enjoins 
& right belief of that Article, is not, as to that 
Perſon promulged, and conſcquently he was 
not bound by it. 
But to proceed, I am of Opinion, that the 
- Sincere Chriſtian's Errors are ſo far from de- 
priving him of the Rewards of the Goſpel, that 
they will not rob him of any ſhare of God's 
Favour. To explain my ſelf more particularly, 
I ſuppoſe two Chriſtians equally Proficients in 
Virtue, the one compleatly Orthodox, the o- 
ther unavoidably involved in ſome groſs ſpe- 
_ culative error; or if you will a Practical one, 
provided it be ſuch as can no way hinder his 
Spiritual Improvements: Theſe two Perſons I 
believe equally acceptable in the Sight of God, 
: | and 
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he 1 and I preſume will be equally rewarded by 


7 him. This is the Point which Mr. Srebbing 
* zealouſly oppoſed at firſt, and which he thinks 
cannot be maintained without great Preſump- 
tion. It not only appears to him to be without 
Proof ot Probability; but he looks upon it as 
prying too curiouſly into the Secrets of Hea- 
ven. I muſt here obſerve, that if this be a bold 
Preſumption, a criminal Curioſity, he has in- 
2 curred the like Imputation himſelf; The Fu- 
ture Happineſs of good Heathens he not only 
believes, but ſeems to think it more than pro- 
bable. But far be it from me to blame him for 
this. On the contrary, I really think he glori- 


2 


fies God by propagating this Opinion. In 
thoſe Caſes, where Revelation is ſilent, and 


natural Reaſon is dim; we ought indeed to 


move warily: But there are ſome things, which 
tho not expreſly contained in the one, nor 
demonſtrable by the other, are yet ſo agreeable 
to the tenour of both, that they may well paſs 
with us for high Probabilities, and we ought 
to embrace them ſtill more willingly, when 
they tend to raiſe our Conceptions of God's 
Attributes. Mr. Stebbing's Doctrine concerning 
good Heathens ſeems to be of this Nature; 


and fol think is that Opinion which I am now 
: defending. My Reaſon is, becauſe it is moſt 


oonformable ro our natural Notions of the Su- 

preme Being, and thoſe Deſcriptions which are 

given of Him in Holy Writ. 1 2vod 
D Both 
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D pf ſome Vice: Docs this unhappy E 585 
laſſen your Charity ? ? In like, manner another 
Christian 833 | and 15 7 epdeavours to 
| mort o it in 


Cbriſtians, in proportion to their good 


God Upon vn Fm or. will his! 2 b 
leſſen d? 1 cannot think i it. Let! us conſider an 
Earthly: Parent ;commanding r of his- Chil- 
dren the ſame thing. The bel misfor- 
tune. to miſtake his Meaping,,, and; ſo blun- 
;aers/.i9- his Obedience : But at the ſame time 
ſhewed as much caxe and zcal as the other. Let 
me but ſuppoſe the Father Sonyineed of this, 
and if he be wiſe, and kind, he will not fail to 
the two Children, equal Encouragement : 
Parents oſten act aſter this manner, even when 
they only ſuppoſe their Children to be equally 
-cirifal. How much more often would they 


do ſo, if they certainly and infallibly knew- it. 


What then can induce us te think, that God 
will act by different Rules, in rewarding. his 


"oBcdient Children? Are not his ways, more 
than ours, and do not his Kindneſs and 
Love infinitely exceed thoſe of the moſt affecti- 
'6tire Parents? 


The 
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„ * TheScripture tells us, that if there be firſt a 
gh 7 Hing wind "it ic accepted. according tq)that 
s fan nf and uur according: to that techath uot. 
„ Does not chis clearly imply, that thol A deſite 
and diſpoſition to d well, may be attendag 
in different Perſons, with different Succeſs; et 
that it is <qually amiable-to:both, and $quajly 
acceptable in God's Sight? If Mr. Sehe San 
her 4 produce a Text that ſpeaks morg plainly.again{ 
muy Opinion, then this ſpeaks for it, I; gate 
* promiſe to give it up. Upon the whole, I ve- 
rily think it redounds to the Glory of God, 
be and therefore am the more unwilling to part 
an with it: Whatever Notions tend to magnify 
Ulm God's Goodneſs, without diminiſhing his other 
Or- Attributes, may be looked upon as probable, 
before we have examined the Arguments that 
are uſed to ſupport them. I cannot then think 
that the Biſhop of Bangor has carried this do- 
us, ctrine too high. The Favour of God does, I be- 
to ; lieve, equally folow every equal degree of Sincerity. 
I I mean Cateris paribus ; for ſome Chriſtians are 
en qualified for greater degrees of happineſs then 
ly others, tho' their Sincerity may be the ſame. 


1 


But where there is no Incquality of Talents or 
it. Improvements, there I ſuppoſe the ſame degrees 
od } of Sincerity, will be attended with equal de- 
his grees of Favour, tho there be much more Or- 
pre thodoxy on one ſide, then the other. 
nd } BeforeI diſmiſs this Subject, I think fit to 
- propoſe the following Query, to be conſidered 
| D 2 by 


. 
by Mr. Selling Viz. Whether he think an 
Erroneous Chriſtian who is careful and ſincere, 
or an Orthodox Chriftian who is heedleſs and | 
partial, be more acceptable in God's Sight. If | 
he give the preference to the fortner, as I be- 
lieve he will be forced to do, let him follow Y. 
the Thred, and try if it do not lead him into 
that very Path, rh he ſeems to be ſo much 
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Of Excommunication. 


N Mr. Stebbing's Preface to his Miſcellaneoms 
Obſervations, Page 12, he acknowledges the 
; Ib offends, when ſhe Excommunicates any for an 
undue Cauſe ; that is, as he there explains him- 
ſelf, when ſhe Excommunicates thoſe who have not 
eranſgreſſed the Laws of the Goſpel, Afterwards 
in the ſame Page, he ſeems to ſpeak with Ap- 
p probation of the Ancient Cuſtom of Excommu- 
nicating Men for Erroneous Opinions. I have 
already endeavoured to ſhew, that Erroneous 
Opinions in a fincere Chriſtian, are not pro- 
7 perly Tranſgreſſions of the Laws of the Goſ- 
pel, or any other Laws whatſoever ; from 
T whence it follows, that ſuch Opinions are not 
due Cauſes of Excommunication. However ſince 
f Nr. Sebbing has here taught a contrary Do- 
" 7 &rine, I ſhall briefly conſider it, and compare 
it with that account which he himſelf has given 
us of the Nature and Deſign of the Churches 
| Sm | 


Having 
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Having obſerved in the fame Page, that the $- 
Church is not concerned to enquire into the Sincerity © 
of Mens Hears, but that ſbe fits as a viſible Judge, 
as well as the Civil Magiſtrate ; He proceeds to 
ſay, that /be Judges the — Afions of Men, 
conſidered as affecting the good Order and Govern- ; 
ment of the Body Spiritual. — That not only Im | 


moral Practiſes, but alſo ſuch Doctrines as have 


a viſible Tendency to Immorality, do mani- i 


feſtly affect the good Order and Government 
of - 4 Church, I readily grant ; and by Conſe- 
quence that they are jaftly obnoxious to 
Cenſures. Thoſe Perſons who are either Gull 
ty of immoral Practiſes, or of propagating le ſed 


Opinions, muſt be wickedly diſtoneſt and in- * 
ſincere, and therefore are not 'cxempred ban 4 


the Cenſures of the Church; even according to 

the Biſhop of Bangor's Printjples, as explained if 

by Mr. Stebbing himſelf. 1 

But he is not content with this: : He thinksMeri 

may. juſtly be Excommunicated for Errqngous | 

Opinions. ; ; "ſuch Opinions as are pureſy "of 2 
eculative Nature. For ſo J underſtand him, 


and ſo, it 1 is Plain, he would be underſtood. 


| An d indeed it is not without reaſon that he | 
plr4ds Antiquity for this Notiop, | the Practiſe | 


10 the Ancients being really tog much on- his 
de 


e. But I cannot think him ſo unreaſonable 
or injudicious, as to expect this matter fhould | 


* 


be decided by Humane Authority. 


* s v _ 
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ity I would gladly then underſtand, how, or 
ge 7 whercin the Order and Government of the Church 
e, ; 


e ofefied by thele crroncous Opinions. Wherg 
a, can 1 ind je, poped, ther Unity of Opinion js 
Ineceſſary to the well-being of the Church ? If 
the Church cannot be well without accompliſh- 
ve ing this Point, ſhe never was well, nor ever 
i- will be ſo, whatever Meaſures ſhe may take to 
a ferry 1 * 

at effect it. Even the appearance of ſuch an Unity 
cannot be obtained, without driving Men into 
js a general Hypocriſy, which L would hope is 
1 9 neither neceſſary to make the Church Fouriſh, 
nor any way conducive to ſuch an end. If it be 
> urged that diverſity of Opinions occaſions great 
* Diſturbance, and is the Cauſe of infinite Miſ- 
Fchiefs ; I anſwer, that tho' it may be the occa- 
don of ſuch Miſchiefs, yet it is not properly 
the Cauſe of them. The true Cauſe, I believe, 
nis the Prevalence of an Anti-Chriſtian Spirit. 
Charity, and mutual Forbearance, are the on- 
2 ly proper and adequate Remedies for theſe E- 
2 vils. Why ſhould any Man be angry that o- 
j. thers cannot be of his mind? Do I judge my 
e Neighbour to be in an Error, perhaps I am 
© miſtaken. It is poſſible he may be in the 
© © Right, and I in the Wrong: And ſuppoſing it 
2 

{ 


7 otherwiſe, if J attempt it in a proper manner, 
I have a fair Proſpect of convincing him; and 
if I cannot, yet ſtill I have no cauſe to quar- 
rel with him. Compulſion is no Remedy in 
this Caſe; or if it be, 'tis worſe than the Diſ- 
= eaſe. 


” 


Diſcipline, and all the Ends of Peace and Piety 


do, and I ſhould be doubly glad if Mr. Stebbingte 


tends to the eſtabliſhing and perpetuating oſſſe 
the groſſeſt Corruptions, as making a Reforma- 


muſt we juſtify Luther? I think this Queſtion 
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eaſe. I think the moſt reaſonable, and the 
moſt effectual way would be, for the Church to 
inflict Cenſures on all thoſe, who injurs or di- | 
ſturb their Neighbouts, on the account of dif. 
ferent Opinions. For this is a Crime, and the 
true Cauſe of many others; wheteas erroneous} 
Opinions, may be neither. I think therefore 
it may truly be affirm'd, that the Rules of good} 


may be anſwered without Unity of Judgment | 
or even the Appearance thereof. 

That the Church allows Men to think thei 
own way, provided they keep their Thoughts 
to themſelves, is by no means ſufficient. They 
ought not to be debarred the Liberty of pub- 
lifhing their Sentiments. This the Biſhop has 
proved by one of the molt forcible Arguments 
in the world. I have not obſerved any of his! 
 Adverſarics endeavouring to confute it. I wifh! 


they would not overlook it ſo much as theyſd 


would try his Strength at ir. The Subſtance of 
It is, that the debarring Men ſuch a Liberty, 


tion utterly impracticable. If Private Chri- 
ſtians muſt not oppoſe eſtabliſhed Doctxines, but 
are always obliged to a reſpectful Silence, how 
hi 
ought to be anſwered. But may not corrupt: 
Churches reform themſelves publickly in Synodsſ 

arid 
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and Councils ?: Yes doubtleſs the thing is of 
ble, and chat is all. Had Popery bog: fed un- 
Aiſturbed, till the Church of Rome had pub- 
nieliy reformed it ſelf, I need not put any of my 
Readers in mind of the Conſequence. If any Man 
Jean ſhew, that the permittitig Private Perſons 
to publiſh their Opinions, is attended with any 
Jinconvenience equal to that which we are now 
ty, Lronffdering I beartiy wiſh we may hear from 
him. 

But rend, if it be ſaid hit tho' a Publi- 
ation of lighter Errors may be connived at, 
yet fundamental ones are inſufferable; I anſwer, 
That we ſhall ſtill be at à oſs to know what Er- 
[ Fors are ſuch ; for Churches differ about this, 
das as much as my thing. Were not the firſt Re- 
ats formets guilty of a Hundred ſuch in the Eye 
nis ſof the Romiſh Church; and are not all Prote- 
iſhKants involved with them in the ſame Con- 
ey ſdemnation? Any corrupt Church will be apt 
ingFro call its very Corruptions Fundamental 
ofFTraths, and perhaps lay more Streſs upon 
ty chem, then the plaineſt and moſt eſſential Do- 
ofrines of the Goſpel. n 
14- Mr. Stebbing tells us that we have many In. 
ri-ſtances from the Beginning, of Perſons excom- 
ut ſmunicated for Erroneous Opinions. If ke 
o mean ſuch Errors as I ſuppoſe he does, Ichink 
on ſne ought to except the Apoſtolical Age. Fot 
ipt cannot find that the Apoſtles Excommunicate® 


xs len for any Errors, burfich as had ſome Con- 
rid E nexion 
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nexion with Impiety or Immorality. We find 


that thoſe whom they called and marked out 
Hereticks, were notoriouſly proper Objects 


zenſure.. St. Paul expreſſy declares them to 
he ve Mecondemned.: which plainly implies that 
their Errors were wilful and wicked, and that 


they ſinn d againſt the light and conviction of | 
their own minds. For no Man can condemn | 
himfelf | for an. Error, into which he was led 


by invincible Ignorance. Now this Self-Con- 
demnation being given by the Apoltle as a 
Reaſon, why Hereticks ought to be rejected, 


docs he not hereby intimate, that none ought f 
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to be rejected or excommunicated but ſuch as 
are infected with Errors of the ſame Nature? 
Accordingly we find that thoſe whom the Aa- 


poltles: Excommunicated, were licentious and 


immoral; either in their Lives, or Doctrines, 


and commonly both. This Obſervation is e- 


vidently True, in reſpect of every Inſtance we 
meet with, except that of . and · Phile- 
:#,. and, even that is in all probability like the 
reſts; as we may reaſonably conclude from the 
Tenour of the A poſtles doctrine and practiſe 
concerning this matter, | 
But to. ſtrengthen this 3 we may 
further conſider the Caſe of the Judaizing Chri- 
ſtians, whom I formerly had occaſion to men- 
tion. If every groſs Error be Hereſy, and all 
Hereticks ought to be Excommunicated ; how 
happencd it that thoſe Erroncous jews were 
evo by”; ſuffer d 
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ſuffer d to continue in the Church? Why were 


they not rejected, and caſt out? Eſpecially when 
they perſiſted ſo obſtinately in their Errors, 


even after an infallible Determination. I it be 


ſaid that their Caſe was extraordinary, and that 


they were indulged by Divine Appointment;; 
Lask, what may we ſuppoſe to have been the 
Z Reaſon of ſuch Indulgence ? It will be ſaid, 1 


ſuppoſe that their Prejudices were inſuperable, 
and therefore allowance was made them. May 
not then other Chriſtians labour under the like 


Prejudices, and be as ſincere in their Miſtakes ? 
And muſt they nevertheleſs be uſed with rigour, 
and corrected with Cenſures and Anathema's ! 
Does not the Caſe of theſe miſtaken Men plain - 
iy inform us, that it is agreeable to the Will 


of God, that all Chriſtians in ſuch Circumſtan- 


ces be indulged and favoured the ſame way? 


If any thing wicked be found in Mens Do- 
ctrines, let them not be ſpared: But let not in- 
voluntary Errors, and open Impieties be treat- 
ed alike: at leaſt let it be firſt ſhewn, that they 
are equally injurious to the Church, and equally 

deſtructive of its Order and good Government. 
Laſtly, Suppoſing the Apoſtles had proceed- 
ed againſt ſuch Errors, as were clear of Impie- 
ty; it could not be inferrcd from hence, that 
ſuch a Practiſe ought to be perpetual. The 
Apoſtles had the gift of diſcerning Spirits, and 
knew whether Mens Errors were ſincere or no: 
Whether they were owing to involuntary Ig- 
E 3 norance, 
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norance; or 2 criminal diſpoſition of mind; and | 


in conſequence hereof,” could inflict Cenſures, 


or exerciſe Forbearance as they ſaw cauſe. But 
the Preſent Rulers of the Church, as Mr. Steb- & © 
bing tells us, are not concerned to enquire into 
the Sincerity of Mens Hearts, which they can- 
not diſcover, bat-Jadge the outward Actions 
of Men, conſidered as affecting the well-being | | 
of the Church. Let this then be the Rule of 
Judgment; and let no Opinions be puniſhable, 
but ſuch as are apparently deſtructive 6f Order 
and good Government. The Church will act 
upon Cafe and ſolid Grounds, if ſhe only con- 
demns thoſe who. are ſelf- condemned; and ſuch 
are all thoſe ho teach the Do&rines of Un- 24. 
righteouſneſs,” and PRopagnte”Þ the nnn of "Pp 
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R Selling lays it down as his O "ow 
Page 15. of his Obſervations, that they 
- 755 are br entitled to the Miniſterial Office, 
bo are called and appointed thereunto, by ſome par- 
1 ticular Perſon, or Perſons, who have received a Com- 
vhm to mak? futh appointments, through a conti- 
aued, or unintertupted Succeſſion" of Men, beginning 
in the Apoſtles. Then he tells us, the Biſbop of 
Bangor maintains, that ſuch an uninterrupted 
Succeſſion as this, has not in fact been kept ap, 
and from thence infers, that his Lordſhip pleads 
for another Rule; but that he has not thought fit 
ro infornt iu, what that Rule is tho it very biyhly 
concerns every Render to know it.” Aſterwards ke 
concludes that the Bifhop muſt of neteſſity hive 
embrated the Principle, either of the Hafen- 
dents or Eraſtians. © 
I cannot bur obſerve, cho T do it with ſome 
＋ concern, that Mr. Srebbing is much more acute in 
ſpying out the Biſhop's Meaning, upon ſome 
occaſions, then others. He does not ſhew tlie 
ne ee for his Lordſhip, that he ſhews 
againſt 
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him. He can trace him ſometimes, 
through a long train of Propoſitions, and De- 
ductions; but at othet times, he can ſee nothing 
at all without the moſt expreſs Declarations, l 
think his Lordſnip's meaning much plainer and 
more obvious here, then in ſome other Place 
which Mr. Stebbing has examined, and in which 
he takes it for granted that he clearly under- 
ſtands him. Of this let the Reader judge. 
In the ſame Page the following Words are 
res from the Biſhop. Regularity may be pre- 
erved without the Suppofition of a Succeſſion abſo- 


lately uninterrupted from the Beginning. — But how i \ 
this can be, Mr. Stelling tells us, is no where ſo ; 


much as hinted at. Now 1 think i it is hinted at, 
and not obſcurelys i in theſe very Words For 
why may not Regularity be--preſeryed by a 
Succeſſion ſometimes i a Muſt eyery 
departure from a Rule, tho inypluntary and 
unavoidable, re ularity 2. I own indeed 
it muſt, if you. ta ke the word Regularity in the 
very ſtricteſt Senſe, but it is hardly ever ſo uſed, 
or underſtood upon other occaſions. Does any 
Body ſay or think, that a Word, or Sentence 
mmiſclaced, deſtroys. the Regularity. of a Diſ- 
courſe ? Or that the common Frailties of Hu- 
mane Life, are ſufficient to denominate a Man 
an irregular Liver? Is not the word Regularity 
general uſed in. this wider Senſe? Why then 
does Mr. Stebbing underſtand it otherwiſe here; 
4d why does he take no notice of that accepta- 
tion, 
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tion, which is moſt common with every Body; 
and in all Caſes ? 

I Will anſwer. this Queſtion for him as well as 
Les. I will ſuppoſe him to ſay, that the Na- 
ture of the preſent Queſtion requires, that the 
Word be here underſtood in its utmoſt Strict- 

neſs ; foraſmuch as this Rule of conveying the 


Miniſterial Office, will not admit of any Brea- 


ches or Interruptions, which if they have hap- 
pened, the Conſequence is, that we are all in 
Diſorder and Confuſion. For thus many Ordi- 
nations muſt be void, and no Body can tell 


2 who are lawful Miniſters, and who are other- 
2 wiſe. This I ſuppoſe Mr. Stebbing to ſay, and 
2 in' conſequence thereof to affirm, that if this 
Rule be broken at all, it is broken all to 


But this Reaſoning ſeems to me of little 
Force. For it ſuppoſes what I look upon as in- 
credible, viz. that thoſe outward Forms and 
Circumſtances, which God has annexed to his 
Inſtitutions, are as ſtrialy inſiſted on by him, 
as the Inſtitutions themſelves, and even made as 
neceflary as the higheſt Duties. Nay, that 
he will not, in reſpect of theſe matters, 
make any Allowance for Caſes of Neceſſity, but 
that they are abſolutely eſſential to the Goſpel 
Covenant. I muſt own this Suppoſition ap- 
pears to me, highly repugnant co the Divine 
Attributes, and the Nature of the Goſpel Diſ- 
penſation.— But to come to the Point; we be- 
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lieve that God has appointed à perpetual Suc- 
ceſſion of Miniſters in his Church, and: that a 
Power of diſcharging the Office, is to be hand- 
ed down from Man to Man; thoſe only con- 
ferring it, who are rightfully poſſeſs'd of it them- 
felves. It the Churches of Chriſt obſerve this 
Rule as punctually as they can, whatever Fai- 
ares or Interruptions may happen, they will I 
doubt not be ſufficiently. regular, and all the 
Ends of the Miniſterial Office be effectually ſe- 
cured.—— If any Perſon or Perſons unqualified, 
have taken upon them to ordain, and have done 
it undetected; the Men ſo ordained may in 
time ordain others, and fo on. Are the Mini- 
ſerial Acts of all ſuch mere Nullities? On the 

contrary I doubt not but they are all valid; 
and firmly believe, that God will overlook ſuch 
4 Breach of Form. Not in them who commit- 
ted the Breach; this being in them à Crime, 
and a preſumptuous one, for which they muſt 
anſwer. But tho they are accountable for ſuch 
a diſorder, yet let us not ſuppoſe that any In- 
nocent Perſons would be Sufferers by it, or the 
Church receive any detriment. If Chriſtians 
do their Duty, and keep God's Commands, 


and Inſtitutions, as well as they can; I humbly 
ſuppoſe, he will not lay any Defects or Omiſſi- 
ons to their charge; much leſs ſack as only re- 
late to an external Circumſtance. The Condi- 
tions of the Goſpel are not ſo uncertain, and 


precarious, that a Man may break them againſt 
his 


(33 ) 


his Will, much Jeſs by ſuch a deviation as we | 


are now ſpeaking of In ſhort, if the Churches 


of Chriſt follow to the beſt of their Power, that 
Method which they believe God has appointed 
for the Continuance of the Miniſtry ; tho” the 
Succeſſion may have been ſometimes interrupt- 
ed, I preſume it is regular in the main, and 


may properly be called ſo. 


Burt how can Men validly perform the Mini- 


ſterial Office, when they were never duly in- 


veſted with it ? I anſwer, that they who are 
known to have thus intruded, ought to be a- 


- voided, But as to ſuch as are not known, we 
have good reaſon to believe, that their Acts arc 
valid, in reſpe& of thoſe who are obliged to be 


concerned with them, For otherwiſe the Sal- 
vation of Chriftians, as far as it is concerned, 
in the Ordinances of the Goſpel, would hang 
upon Contingencies, and be dependant on the 
Wills of Men. A Perſon is unduly ordained, 


and thereupon performs the Duties of the Mini- 


ſtry. Thoſe Chriſtians who happen to be con- 
cerned with him, not — him to be un- 
qualified, partake of his Miniſtrations, which I 


believe are to them, as effectual and valid as 


thoſe of the moſt regular Miniſter. The fai- 


lure in,point of form is winked at, and the Or- 
dinances are ratified and accepted, gs far as 
concerns the innocent and well · mean ing | 
kers. In this Caſe as well as others, God pre- 
fers Mercy before 1 That is, he will 
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never deprive Good Chriſtians of the Benefits 
of the Goſpel, upon the account of a Circum- 


ſtantial Defect, which it was not in their Power 
to prevent. 

Can we ſuppoſe that in Civil Government, 
every Uſarper bears the Sword in vain, and that 
in no Senſe he can have Divine Authority ? On 
the contrary, it plainly appears from Scripture, 
that Uſurping Princes are in ſome Senſe ordain- 
ed of God. That is, it's agreeable to his Will, 
that ſuch as theſe ſhould bear Rule, rathet then 
whole Nations ſometimes want the Benefits of 


Government. In like manner I argue, we 


may conclude it "agreeable to God's Will, that 
intruding Miniſters be ſuffered and allowed to 
perform the Office, and that effectually, rather 


than many good Chriſtians come under a ne- 


ceſſity of ſuffering very much in their Spiritual 
Concerns. Let any Man ſhew a Reaſon, why 
Uſurpers in the Church may not have God's 
Authority, and be ſaid to be ordained of Him, 
in the Senſe above-mentioned, as well as Uſur- 
pers in the Stat 


But here perhaps it will be ſaid, that tis 


much more likely that God ſhould providenti- 


ally interpoſe, to prevent all ſuch Breaches in 
the Succeſſion. And may we not as well expect 


he ſhould interpoſe to prevent all Uſurpations 
in Civil Government? Are we ſure no Ends of 
Providence can be anſwered, by. permitting the 


Succeſſion of Miniſters to be ſomerimes inter- 
rupted ? 
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upted ? Many things are ſuffered to come to 


hals, for the Tryal of Mens Faith, and the 


xerciſe of their Virtues. 'T his is perhaps the 


zeſt Account that we can give of many uncer- 


ainties and obſcurities that we lie under. How- 
ver, God's ways are not like ours, and he may 
ave many Ends and Intentions in view, that 
e know nothing of. If ſo much depended on 
in Unbroken Succeſſion, as is commonly be- 
ieved, it would be reaſonable to ſuppoſe that 
od would have kept it whole, Whether it has 
deen ſo kept or not, is not my preſent Buſineſs 
o enquire. But I muſt needs ſay, I can ſee no 
eceſſity for ſuch a Suppoſition. God has no 
rhere tied himſelf down to the ordinary Me- 
hod, but may give Authority to Men, and 
alidity to their Acts, with or without a Rule, 
as He pleaſes. I would not be underſtood to 
plead for any unwarrantable Uſurpations of the 
Miniſterial Office: For tho' God is not, I 
ſuppoſe we are confined to the Method appoint- 
d, and therefore muſt obſerve ĩt to the beſt of 
dur Power. But yet if Breaches do happen, 
hey may be healed and made up in the way I 
ave mentioned, and I think it appears, that 
he Suppoſition is well-grounded. 


I have thus endeavoured to ſhew Mr. Stebbing, 
that Regularity may be preſerved without the Sup- 
ofition of a Succeſſion abſolutely uninterrupted from 
the Beginning. He needs not Have recourſe ws 
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the Invention of new Rules, for it does go 
appear that the Biſhop thought of any but 
old one. Tho' it may have been broken ſome 
times, It is a Rule ſtill : And ſo are all. the. 0 
ther Rules of the Goſpel, tho they have bee 
broken Ten-Thouſand Times. 
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